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-* ~ when x wrote you a few days age X expressed the belief 

wiat now novas asaiast FOIA, by (rsis)use of no, were probable sad would draw on the 
appeals court decision In ay suit for the results of spectrographic and neutron 
activation analysts in the JJK assassinaticRi. I ballet© 5 also told you that I hod 
a copy of the decision but would not read it until sy lawyer told no what, if any- 
thing, bs would attoept to do about that decision. 

-'ve not heard froa bin about the latter, but in today’s nail 1 have a copy 
of the Order by Judge Join Lewis Ssith in ay suit for the Lallan and 3m Orleans 
assassination field office rocordst can $um FOIL entirely around and place the 
burden of proof, nsaonc otbor things, or* the requoat©r/plaintiff, I‘ll enclose a 
copy of it. 

Because this Order refers to the appeals decision, I’ve road the footooto 
referred to md I’ll enclose a copy of it. I see no redev«ace of that citation in 
this Order, even if the facts stated in it were true, as they ere set, tShatevor 
say have happened in any other litigation is not in any way related to whether or 
not the FES nade the required searches in tbs suit before Steith or whether or not 
tlwj FBI should be able to a&mOsit fiisamasr against oa FOIL jOeintiff not only 
under cry circucstanees, which in the position 1'^ taken, but also under the cire 
cwastunceo in this case, where, without contaadiciicn, l*ve stated that it is 
bu»3fihH0£3e # one of tin: bases in. law for not granting it, isn’t necessary, hasn’t wvsn 
teesi olidaod to bs naewesery, ’but swen if it wore. I’d alfeudy, voluntarily, vrcvi&&& 
all ti»s i2xo.cs.tsd iuionaation in ignored affidavits in flwj lawsuit and oldest 
entirely ignored appeals, Sn© vdta of what I've provided is msstts, two files 
drstfers. 


x 
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- . .v will be 

"I! — so w seoui: xv, our xx sis, in the ©nd x aix required to do tills, X 
think I’ll offer to do it by paging ICg* saonthly fros ray J335 Social Security check. 
Jay only regular irwsceue* 

actual ^cas« record in the suit against Snlth (c,A. 78-0528^0420 conWLnod) 
is^inssrediblc, The FBI has filed 10 mom statements in it end I’ve proven, also 
unu.er noth, that all were untruhful. Xu leas polite i&njgiaga, perjurious, ifeiith 
has no rilled on that but instead does this* (Soriswlier© Z Slave & copy of & tmno— 
cript in other litigstc.Oii in which. Saith forgot hiraaolf and said that he always 
takes his leads fron the FBI.} 

I won’t take nuch of you* tin© with the enclosed footnote but I will say that 
where it refers to the cascroeord, with the possible exception of its citation of 
datoa wMcJi 1 haven't cisc-d^xt is not correct in any statGcezvt adverse to toe. Tho 
exteat of tills boggles the Bind* I have not initiated any new requests in this 
xitigstiori, the first thing, and the second is wilder, about the AEC not having 
any records because it only provided facilities to the FBI, She largest voluae of 
*-soonix provided <8&s fcy too ALC. iThat io how X Leamod tnst the Jiff had. Bade tests 
it sworn xt hadn’t laad©.} Because I did toll you about the ah&rt collar and tie, X 
tell you now that they were subjected to spectrographic analysis and it reflected 
that fcicy had not bean daaagad by a bullet. Its pertinence was not that it was 
includoa in isy repost because it wasn’t and could not iiavo been. The FBI had kept 
the asking of the teats secret, even fro:.: the Corsaission and all its known records, 
ifo deposed Frasier to learn whether or not other pertinent records existed and 
had not boon searched for and to try to determine whether tSwre had boon official 

untruthfulness. When 2 hoar f nr. ry lawy r I’ll go over all of this and prepare 
sosaetnxng lor bln, and X suppose for history. 



